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Intent is an essential element of a Hobbs Act violation which must be proved beyond a reasonable doubt.! The rule that a 


person is held to intend the natural consequences of his or her acts is applicable.” A finding that the defendant intended to 
extort money from the victim does not require proof that the defendant created, or intended to create, the fear that he or she 


subsequently exploited.” 
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Footnotes 

i| U.S. v. Trotta, 525 F.2d 1096 (2d Cir. 1975) (abrogated on other grounds by, McCormick v. U.S., 500 U.S. 
257, 111 S. Ct. 1807, 114 L. Ed. 2d 307 (1991)); U.S. v. Sweeney, 262 F.2d 272 (3d Cir. 1959); U.S. v. 
Dabish, 708 F.2d 240, 12 Fed. R. Evid. Serv. 1888 (6th Cir. 1983); U.S. v. Price, 617 F.2d 455, 5 Fed. R. 
Evid. Serv. 1168 (7th Cir. 1979). 

2 U.S. v. Green, 350 U.S. 415, 76 S. Ct. 522, 100 L. Ed. 494 (1956); U.S. v. Mitchell, 463 F.2d 187 (8th Cir. 
1972); Bianchi v. U.S., 219 F.2d 182 (8th Cir. 1955). 

3 U.S. v. Granados, 142 F.3d 1016 (7th Cir. 1998). 
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